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Simply put, Schneier fails to disclose or suggest all the limitations of claim 1. In 
particular, Schneier does not disclose or suggest ne^feri rommit/rcveal sequences as recited in 
claim 1. In applying the reference to the claimed first-type commit/reveal sequence. Examiner 
has cited col. 2, lines 2-5 of Schneier. In the cited section, Schneier discloses a random number 
generator and does not disclose or suggest committing th. first-type commit/reveal sequence to a 
.^t of outcomes . In applying the reference to the second-type commit/reveal sequence. Examiner 
relies on col. 5, lines 20-37 of the cited reference. Whatever Schneier does disclose, it does not 
disclose or suggest ^ c....nH ronimit/rev>^< ^^-gner^^-e nested within the first. Further, in the cited 
reference, the server does not commit to a set of outcomes and certainly does not select fi-om the 
[rnrnTnittedl set of o-trnmes based o » ^ predefined c^imhination operation on the index 
contributions as recited in the claim. In contrast, the server receives random numbers from each 
player first and then generates its own random number. Thus the cited reference does not 
disclose or teach all the limitations of claim 1 . Accordingly, claim 1 is patentably distinguishable 
from the cited reference. Applicants respectfully submit that claim 1 and those dependent 
therefromare in condition for allowance. 

As for claim 11, Schneier does not disclose or suggest encoding of a predetermined set of 
outcomes and selection of a particular one of the outcomes for revealing to the one or more 
players based on a combination of the player indices. Instead, Schneier merely describes the 
generation and encoding of a random number by the server together with the communication and 
combination of player random numbers to generate a game result. Accordingly, claim 1 1 is 
patentably distinguishable form the cited reference. Applicants respectfixlly submit that claim 1 1 
and those dependent therefromare in condition for allowance. 

In rejecting claim 20. Examiner has generally relied upon reasoning similar to tiiat 
employed in rejecting claim I. Whatever Schneier does disclose, it does not disclose or suggest 
r.re.iving nredeteiT^inpH .at of outcomes . Further, in the cited reference, tiie server does not 
.^n.n,;ftr...i^tnf outcomes and certainly does not access a particular one of the outcomes 
c.l..t.H h^.ed on a c^»^h;n.«inn of the nlaver input, as recited in the claim. In contrast, the server 
receives random numbers from each player first and then generates its own random number. 
Thus the cited reference does not disclose or teach all the limitations of claim 20. Accordingly. 



response lo 6-2 1'^^ oa.doc 
Received n-om < 512 347 9031 > at 8/23/02 4:46:52 PM [Eastern Daylight Time] 



-3- 



Application No.: 09/740 ,32f> 



Sent By: ZAGORIN O'BRIEN & GRAH/BIlP; 512 347 9031 ; Sep-2aW 3:44PM; Page 6/9 



PATENT 



claim 20 is patentably distinguishable from the cited reference. Applicants respectfully submit 
that claim 20 and those dependent therefromare in condition for allowance. 

In rejecting claim 25, Examiner has generally relied upon reasoning similar to that 
employed in rejecting claim I . Whatever Schneier does disclose, it does not disclose or suggest a 
..n.mitment seQu>^^^ .v.r-i.t«h1e to s i mply a transform ationally secured set, of outcomes. 
Further, Schneier does not disclose or suggest sHectin p a particular one, of the outcomes based 
.n..nmhination of tH.nlHver indices . Accordingly, claim 25 is patentably distinguishable from 
the cited reference. Applicants respectMly submit that claim 25 and those dependent 
therefromare in condition for allowance. 

Claim 28 has been rejected in the mamier of claims 1-19. Applicants respectfully submit 
that in light of remarks set forth in response to the rejections of claim 1-1 9. claim 28 is 
patentably distinguishable from the cited reference. Applicants respectfully submit that claim 28 
is in condition for allowance. 

Claim 29 has been rejected in the manner of claims 1-19. Applicants respectfully submit 
that in light of remarks set forth in response to the rejections of claim 1 -1 9, claim 29 is 
patentably distinguishable from the cited reference. Applicants respectfully submit that claim 29 
and those dependent therefromare in condition for allowance. 

Claim 31 has been rejected in the manner of claims 1-19. Applicants respectfully submit 
that in light of remarks set forth in response to the rejections of claim 1-19, claim 31 is 
patentably distinguishable from the cited reference. Applicants respectfully submit thai claim 31 
and those dependent therefromare in condition for allowance. 

Claim 35 has been rejected in the manner of claims 1-19. Applicants respectfully submit 
that in light of remarks set forth in response to the rejections of claim 1-19. claim 35 is 
patentably distinguishable from the cited reference. Applicants respectfully submit that claim 35 
is in condition for allowance. 

Claims 1 -35 are believed allowable and Applicant respectfully requests a notice to that 
effect. Nonetheless, should any issues remain that might be susceptible to resolution during a 
telephonic interview, the Examiner may reach the undersigned at the number listed below. 
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rrnTIFICATR OF FACSIM ll F TRANSMISSION 



I hereby certify that Ihis CDrrespondcnce is being facsimile 
transmiUed U> the United States Patent and Trademark Office on 
the date shown below. 




Abdul R. Zindani 



Date 



Respectfully submitted. 



Atidffl R. ZindaflSCReg. No. 46,091 
Attorney for Applicant(s) 
(512) 347-9030 
(512) 347-9031 (fax) 
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MARKED-UP rOPY OF AMRNDED CLAIM S IN ACCORDANCE WITH 

^7C.F.R.S 12Uc¥in 



15 (Amended). The method of claim 11, further comprising: 

effectively randomizing the set of outcomes by fiirthcr combining the player indices with 
Ithe] a randomized index. 

1 8 (Amended). The method of claim 1 1 , 

wherein the transfoimational securing of the [randomized set encoding] predetermined 
set of outcomes includes cryptographically securing the set of outcomes. 

19 (Amended). Themethodofclaimll, 

wherein the transfoimational securing of the [randomized set encoding] predetermined 
set of outcomes includes cryptographically securing individual outcomes of the 
set thereof. 

24 (Amended). The method of claim20, 

wherein outcomes of the transformationally secured set thereof arc individually secured; 
and 

wherein the accessing includes receiving an encoding of the particular outcome for 
verification against [the] corresponding individually secured outcome. 

32 (Amended). The method of claim [1]^, 
wherein the infomiation encodes the selected outcome. 

33 (Amended). The method of cl£um[ll 31, 

wherein the information includes a key to reveal at least the selected one of the outcomes 
from the supplied transformationally secured encoding thereof 
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34 (Amended). The method of claim lU 31, 

wherein the computer-readable encoding includes at least one message suitable for 
communication between a gaming server and a client thereof. 
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